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WEMORANDUN FOR: Deputy Director fer Science and 


Tecanology 
ATTENTION : Birector of Research and Sevelopment 
VIA >: Beputy Directer fer Adniatstration PGC 
SUBJECT : Computer Assisted Pelygraph 


1. This menerandum is written te advise you of the 
Gffice of Security's position regarding two aspects of 
the Coaputer Assisted Poly:raph (CAP) issue. Whether or 
not to install some form of CAP, and whether te deciassify 
tae techniques and data involved in the CAP study which 
was conducted by 


INSTALLATION OF A CAP SYSTSM 


z%. Our Office receamends against installation of 
such a syater. The possibie benefits do not appear to 
justify the costs of installation, waintenance, and up- 
dating or modifying any CAP ma that we can presently 
visualize as evolving fron a existing systew. 25X1A5a1 
Its operational use scens ely for the foreseeable 
future, its use for research aad training seems margiaal . 
and any changes in polygragh instrumentation or precedures 
would probably require significant revisions of a CAP 
sfetem to achieve coapatibility. 


ASS “ATION 
DECLASSIFICATION 25X1A5a1 


3. Ia principle, we favor freeing ae: use 
the experience they gaise4 dering the CAP studies te as 
great a degree as is possible without jeopardy to CIA's 
security interests. In greater detail: 
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4. Technelogy: It is cur understanding that the 
basic technology Lavolved udy is act classifiad, 
although the contract with specifies that_t 25X1A5a1 
“reports” arc. We feel that ta avoid confusicn, eal 25X1A5a1 
should be told that they are free to discuss the tec¢h- 
nology but that the reports they have prepared for CIA 
should in themselves continue to be regarded as classified. 


5. G14 Sponsorship: While this is a somewhat con- 
slex and sensitive point, we feel on balance that it shovwld 

@ declassified, bet that should be roquested net 25X1A5a1 
to advertise the relationship. Petentisl problems are 

the publicity itself; possible exposure of three CIA 

staff employees who are under cover bat knows to ae 25X1A5a1 
employees as having been involved in the project; an 

the possible burden of Freedon of Information inquiries 

regarding the program. Favorable considerations are: 


a. Publicity ceuld de more favorable than 
anfaverable in its fapact, indicating that CIA 
is serfieus about improving its research progran 
and scientific in its approach, and that it 
feels an obligation to the public to makes its 
technological advances available whenever there 
is no compelling reason to do otherwise. It 
should be noted taat LEAA is currently funding 
a study which CAP experionce could 25X1A5a1 
possibly expedite. 


b. A public statesent prapared for the 
§ June 1974 congressional hearings in effect 
exposed the essenge of the CAP study. 


c. The prograr was completely legal, proper. 
and productive, and in its general agpects seens 
to contain nothing the revelation of which would 
confiiet with the sources and methods respensi- 
bidity of the Sct. 


d. Regarding FOL inquiries, a ‘reasonable 
guess” inguiry cowld qeite easily occur and re- 


sult in an equivalert probles even if we do not 
declassify. 


CONABENTIAL 
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25X1A5a1 


25X1A5a1 


25X1A5a1 


-cONAIBENTIAL 


25X1A5a1 


@. Ma << be informed that the names 
ef CIA enployees knowa to them must remain clas- 
sified. If this is done, the risk of cover 
csenpromise would seer mininal. 


G. t Study Data: It is possible that the 
enly way Can express the accuracy of the CAF 


system is in terms of agreement with examiner judgments. 
Since the system used in raking these measurements was 


quite complicated, the only way the significance of 


such figures cen be understeod is by comparison with 
inter-exeminer agrcement figures measured by the sane 
rules. Standing opposeé to this is the fact that we 
would prefer not to publish CIA internei performance 
dsta. We feel eased should be free to describe how 25X1A5a1 
the agreenent studies were conducted and to state that 
the CAP's performance or large masses of data was closely 
compareble to that of _ayeraged or grouped examiner per- 
formance. However, Pe should be prohibited from 
citing exact agreement or stress-detection figures exer- 
piify CIA performance. 


7. Tetal Number of Cases Inyolved in Training and25X1Asa1 
Validating the CAF Systen:” It would be useful [oa 
to be ab 


Abie to refer to this and we see no reason to pro-~ 
hibit it. 


eg Rates of and Reasons for Security Disapprovals 
probably has no data ef this € in 1S poss¢s- 
sion. However, to avoid confusion, we feel they should 
be infermed that any information related to this topic 
is to be regarded as classified. 


9. IBM Cards or Other ClA-generated Data Used for 
Training and Validating the CAP: These waterfals shouli 
be returned fo CIA for destructicn. 


10. Please do not hesitate to call my office should 
you have any questions or comments cencerning the above. 
With reference te the deciassification of CAP technolory, 
we would welcone an opportunity to meet with ropresentatives 
ef your office te discuss the procedures invelved. 


25X1A9a 
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